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September 2ii, 1?£0 



Participants: Mr. Leishman, British Embassy j Messrs Freers and Toon. 

Subject: UK amendments to working group draft replies to Soviet 
note of September 13 an ! FEDREP Aide Memoire Sept. 9. 



We made the following comments on the UK suggested amendments, 
attached: 

A. Reply to Soviet note of September 18 . 

1. No objection. 

2. No objection, but we suggested replacing "notes" with » 
"observes". (Leishman concurred with this change.) \ J 

3. «e expressed cur view to Leishman that we feel it is important -C\ 
to retain this sentence because it doesn't actually duplicate the thoughts 
expressed in the first part of the paragraph and furthermore, it serves as \A 
a useful rejoinder to the expression of co-cern for the wishes of the 
German people which were repeatedly mentioned in the Soviet note of 
September IS. (Leishman subsequently reported the UK Foreign Office 's 
agreement to retain this sentence in the draft. ) 

h, V. T e informed Leishman that we would have no objection to 
deletion of the sentence referring to the IShS agreement, although we 
pointed cut that since it was the French who had originally proposed its 
inclusion, we should await Qv.ai d'Crsey reaction. If the French agree to 
delete, then we would also. 

5. With regard to the Foreign Office's suggestion that we add to vr>> 
the draft reply the original UK wording en German participation, we told 
Leishman our judgment on this point would be guided primarily by the atti- Ks\ 
tude of the FEDREP. We tended to agree with the French position previously _\ i 
expressed in a working rrcup meeting that including the British sentence on ^\\ 
participation might create the impression the Western powers were prepared 
to approach the German problem on a new basis. We felt that the British 
-wording could be misinterpreted in certain '/test German circles whose thinking 
appears to be a bit fuzzy on the question of FEDREP-GDR direct talks. We 
would prefer, therefore, to retain the draft reply as is. If the British 
should choose to do so we would, of course, have no objection to their 
suggesting in the quadripartite discussions in Bonn the inclusion of a 
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sentence on German participation. If the FEDREP should feel that thl* 

inS,t^n USe n Ul +1 t0 bh8 ?' th ° n 0f couroe w « ™* d proShly not ^oce ito 

oSSfiri a i. e ? rM8ed P^ ticularf y st ™n C views against mentioning Se 
question of uerman participation in the note to the Soviets. ?Lai5Ln 

notion n £? ^"r^;^ the m ^^ n 0ffic * appreciatarthe Ss ^ 
Loiv- ?e^d C ^v T d t0 fa r,° r fusion of the sentence in the draft 
reply, he did say, however, that the US Informal surresti on as to 
quadripartite discussion of the point wtuld probahlfbe accepLole to 
the Foreign Office since it agrees that the FEDREP opinion if controllinr 
Lehman had personally suggested that to maet part of the French" ob^c-'' 

«^L/L Ge £ v CC S £ ould be revis,!d 4o r<5ad "Participation could be 
decided by the Four-Powers represented on the group". The UK Foreign 
Office h*d approved Irishman's personal revision to meet the French 
position,; 

6. We would be prepared to add a sentence to the draft advising 
the Soviet Government of Western notification to the FEDREP of the t*rms 
of the Western reply, if the French approved. 

B. Draft re-.lv to the FEDREP Aide Mewoire of September 9 . 

.'.'e informed Irishman we would have no objection to the changes 
surges ted by the UK Foreign Office provided the French concurred that 
■-'0-j.i replies should be sent simultaneously. 
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• atffr t ?3B*'I!l.-AK 
UK AKU'DIIE'TS TO DRAFT RE PLY Ti 7!? 'Vr„: T ^■■ f rTiyr T 

1. Paragraph 1, 3rd sentence: 

Insert "unanimous" before "resclutlon", and for "and endorsed" 
read "which was endorsed. 

2. Paragraph 1: 

Amend last sentence to read: "The US Government notes that, in- 
stead, the Soviet Mote is based on proposals made by the so-called 
government of the German Democratic Republic'." 

3. Paragraph £• 

Onit last sentence. 
h. Paragraph 6. 

Cmit first sentence. The second sentence would read: "In the 
Directive issued by the four Heads of Government at Geneva in 19« 

the Soviet Government recognized its responsibility <> i n the 

next two sentences the words "responsibilities" would be in the singular. 

5. Faragraph 8. 

Insert new last sentence as follows:- "If it were agreed to set 
up such a group, the question of appropriate German, rartic^at-i-n 
could be decided by representatives of the four powers on the group." ■ 

6. Paragraph 10. 

. , Insert new last sentence as follows:- "The US Government is also 
lruorming the Federal Government of the terras of this Note." 



UK AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAFT REPLY TO THE FEDERAL G OVT. 

1. In the penultimate sentence the world "should" should be "would". 

2. In the last sentence the words "intend to inform" should be rhansed 
to "is informing" and the wor.ds "to urge" should be changed to 
"urging". 
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